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6 Docket No. RE-00000C-00-0377

7

IN THE MATTER OF THE NOTICE OF
PROPOSED RULEMAKING FOR THE
ENVIRONMENTAL PORTFOLIO STANDARD CITIZENS' EXCEPTIONS TO

THE PROPOSED OPINION
8

9 Citizens Communications Company ("Citizens") submits these exceptions to the

10 Proposed Opinion of Administrative Law Judge Jane Rodda. Without waiver of the matters

11 raised in Citizens' Comments dated October 13, 2000, these exceptions are limited to a few

12 issues.
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13 First, at page 12, line 22 of Appendix A, there is a typographical error. "$0.00875"

14 should read "$0.000875".

15 Second, at page 3, lines 2-4 of the Proposed Opinion and page 12, lines 18-19 of its

16 Appendix A, the Proposed Opinion and Rules state that part of the costs of the portfolio may be

17 met by "re-allocation of demand side management funding to portfolio uses." Citizens does not

18 believe that the Commission intends to require such a funding shift, but rather intends that re-

19 allocation as a system-by-system option. The language, however, might be read as mandatory,

20 not permissive.

21 Citizens strongly believes in the value of effective demand side management and

22 conservation programs. It is confident that the Commission shares that belief as evidenced by

23 the series of workshops conducted on the subj act by Chaimlan Mundell last fall. Citizens

24 currently devotes approximately $175,000 annually to approved DSM/conservation initiatives
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1 and feels the scope of that effort should, in fact, be increased, not decreased. Citizens suggests

2 that the words "if the Utility Distribution Company elects to re-allocate funding" be added at the

3 end of the sentence on page 3, line 4 and page 12, line 20. The addition would confirm that such

4 a funding shift is permissible but not required.

5 Third, to further clarify the application of the surcharge to unmetered dusk to dawn street

6 light accounts, Citizens also recommends that the following sentence be added to Rl4-2-

7 1618.A.2 after the third bullet at page 12, line 28:

8

9

Uninetered accounts shall be billed at the $0.000875 per kph charge for
the monthly kph usage based on a load profile for that unmetered account
subj et to the limits set forth above.

10 Finally, Citizens notes that based on current estimates of surcharge revenues surcharge

11 income plus existing approved environmental funding will not be sufficient to meet the costs of

12 EPS Rule mandates.

13 DATED this day of January, 2001 .2 ur""-
14 GALLAGHER & KENNEDY, P.A.
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By
Michael M. Grant
Todd C. Wiley
2575 East Camelback Road
Phoenix, Arizona 85016-9225
Attorneys for Citizens Communications

Company

20 Original and ten copies filed this
January, 2001, with:if *
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Docket Control
Arizona Corporation Commission
1200 West Washington
Phoenix, Arizona 85007
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1 Copies of the foregoing mailed
this January , 2001, to :

2
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Thomas L. Mum aw, Esq.
Jeffrey B. Guldner, Esq.
Snell & Wilmer
One Arizona Center
400 East Van Buren
Phoenix, Arizona 85004-0001
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7

8

Scott Wakefield, Esq.
RUCO
Suite 1200
2828 North Central Avenue
Phoenix, Arizona 85004

9

10

Michael Curtis, Esq.
Paul R. Michaud, Esq.
2712 North 7"' Street
Phoenix, Arizona 85006-1003
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Karen E. Errant, Esq.
Fennemore Craig
Suite 2600
3003 North Central Avenue
Phoenix, Arizona 85012-2913

14

15

16

Bradley S. Carroll
220 West Sixth Street
DB 203
Post Office Box 71 l
Tucson, Arizona 85702-071 l
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Douglas C. Nelson, Esq.
Douglas C. Nelson, P.C.
Suite 120-307
7000 North 16th Street
Phoenix, Arizona 85020
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22

Jon Wellinghoff, Esq.
Suite 200
2260 Baseline Road
Boulder, Colorado 80302
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C. Webb Crockett, Esq.
Fennemore Craig, PC
Suite 2600
3003 North Central Avenue
Phoenix, Arizona 85012-2913

Charles A. Miessner, Esq.
Suite 401
3030 North Central Avenue
Phoenix, Arizona 85012

Kenneth C. Sundlof, Jr., Esq.
Jennings, Strouss & Salmon, P.L.C.
Two North Central Avenue
Phoenix, Arizona 85004-2393

David L. Deibel, Esq.
City Attorney's Office
Post Office Box 27210
Tucson, Arizona 85726-7210

Christopher Hitchcock, Esq.
Hitchcock, Hicks & Collogue
Post Office Box 87
Bisbee, Arizona 85603-0087

Russell E. Jones, Esq.
Waterfall Economidis
Suite 800
5210 East Williams Circle
Tucson, Arizona 8571 l

Janice Alward, Esq.
Legal Division
Arizona Corporation Commission
1200 West Washington
Phoenix, Arizona 85007
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